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MONITORING THE QUALITY OF PARTICLE
MOTION DATA DURING A SEISMIC
ACQUISITION

BACKGROUND

The invention generally relates to monitoring the quality of
particle motion data during a seismic acquisition.

Seismic exploration involves surveying subterranean geo-
logical formations for hydrocarbon deposits. A survey typi-
cally involves deploying seismic source(s) and seismic sen-
sors at predetermined locations. The sources generate seismic
waves, which propagate into the geological formations cre-
ating pressure changes and vibrations along their way.
Changes in elastic properties of the geological formation
scatter the seismic waves, changing their direction of propa-
gation and other properties. Part of the energy emitted by the
sources reaches the seismic sensors. Some seismic sensors
are sensitive to pressure changes (hydrophones), others to
particle motion (e.g., geophones and/or accelerometers), and
industrial surveys may deploy only one type of sensor or both.
In response to the detected seismic events, the sensors gen-
erate electrical signals to produce seismic data. Analysis of
the seismic data can then indicate the presence or absence of
probable locations of hydrocarbon deposits.

Some surveys are known as “marine” surveys because they
are conducted in marine environments. However, “marine”
surveys may be conducted not only in saltwater environ-
ments, but also in fresh and brackish waters. In one type of
marine survey, called a “towed-array” survey, an array of
seismic sensor-containing streamers and sources is towed
behind a survey vessel.

Advantages and other features of the invention will become
apparent from the following drawing, description and claims.

SUMMARY

In an embodiment of the invention, a technique includes
acquiring particle motion data from a plurality of particle
motion sensors while in tow during a seismic survey. During
the seismic survey, the particle motion data are processed
without deghosting the particle motion data to determine
whether at least some portion of the particle motion data is
inadequate for an application that relies on the particle motion
data.

Advantages and other features of the invention will become
apparent from the following drawing, description and claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWING

FIG. 1 a schematic diagram of a marine-based seismic
acquisition system according to an embodiment of the inven-
tion.

FIG. 2 is a flow diagram depicting a technique to monitor
and control the acquisition of particle motion data during a
seismic survey according to an embodiment of the invention.

FIGS. 3A and 3B depict a flow diagram of a technique to
perform quality control analysis on particle motion data
acquired during a seismic survey according to an embodiment
of the invention.

FIG. 4 is a flow diagram depicting a technique to perform
quality control analysis on particle motion data acquired by
microelectromechanical system (MEMS) sensors during a
seismic survey according to an embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 5 is a schematic diagram of a data processing system
according to an embodiment of the invention.
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2
DETAILED DESCRIPTION

In accordance with embodiments of the invention, which
are disclosed herein, particle motion data are monitored as the
data are being acquired in a seismic survey so that corrective
measures may be timely undertaken in the event that some
portion of the data is inadequate for an application that relies
on the particle motion data. As non-limiting examples, the
application may be a deghosting application; a crossline inter-
polation application; a concurrent or joint deghosting and
crossline interpolation application; etc. The seismic survey
and the associated seismic survey monitoring system may
take on numerous forms, depending on the particular embodi-
ment of the invention. For the example that is depicted in F1G.
1, a marine-based seismic data acquisition system 10 may be
used to conduct the seismic survey.

For the exemplary marine-based seismic data acquisition
system 10 of FIG. 1, a survey vessel 20 tows one or more
seismic streamers 30 (two exemplary streamers 30 being
depicted in FIG. 1) behind the vessel 20. In one non-limiting
example, the streamers 30 may be arranged in a spread in
which multiple streamers 30 are towed in approximately the
same plane at the same depth. As another non-limiting
example, the streamers may be towed at multiple depths, such
as in an over/under spread, as depicted in FIG. 1.

Each seismic streamer 30 may be several thousand meters
long and may contain various support cables (not shown), as
well as wiring and/or circuitry (not shown) that may be used
to support communication along the streamers 30. In general,
the streamer 30 includes a primary cable into which is
mounted seismic sensors that record seismic signals.

In accordance with embodiments of the invention, the
streamer 30 is a multi-component streamer, which means that
the streamer 30 contains particle motion sensors 56 and pres-
sure sensors 50. The pressure 50 and particle motion 56
sensors may be part of a multi-component sensor unit 58.
Each pressure sensor 50 is capable of detecting a pressure
wavefield, and each particle motion sensor 56 is capable of
detecting at least one component of a particle motion that is
associated with acoustic signals that are proximate to the
sensor 56. Examples of particle motions include one or more
components of a particle displacement, one or more compo-
nents (inline (x), crossline (y) and vertical (z) components
(see axes 59, for example)) of a particle velocity and one or
more components of a particle acceleration.

Depending on the particular embodiment of the invention,
the streamer 30 may include hydrophones, geophones, par-
ticle displacement sensors, particle velocity sensors, acceler-
ometers, pressure gradient sensors, or combinations thereof.

As a non-limiting example, in accordance with some
embodiments of the invention, the particle motion sensor 56
measures at least one component of particle motion along a
particular sensitive axis 59 (the X, y or z axis, forexample). As
a more specific example, the particle motion sensor 56 may
measure particle velocity along the depth, or z, axis; particle
velocity along the crossline, or y, axis; and/or velocity along
the inline, or X, axis. Alternatively, in other embodiments of
the invention, the particle motion sensor(s) 56 may sense a
particle motion other than velocity (an acceleration, for
example).

In addition to the streamer(s) 30 and the survey vessel 20,
the marine seismic data acquisition system 10 also includes
one or more seismic sources 40 (one exemplary seismic
source 40 being depicted in FIG. 1), such as air guns and the
like. In some embodiments of the invention, the seismic
source(s) 40 may be coupled to, or towed by, the survey vessel
20. Alternatively, in other embodiments of the invention, the
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seismic source(s) 40 may operate independently of the survey
vessel 20, in that the source(s) 40 may be coupled to other
vessels or buoys, as just a few examples.

As the seismic streamers 30 are towed behind the survey
vessel 20, acoustic signals 42 (an exemplary acoustic signal
42 being depicted in FIG. 1), often referred to as “shots,” are
produced by the seismic source(s) 40 and expand radially
with a vertical component through a water column 44 into
strata 62 and 68 beneath a water bottom surface 24. The
acoustic signals 42 are reflected from the various subterra-
nean geological formations, such as an exemplary formation
65 that is depicted in FIG. 1.

The incident acoustic signals 42 that are created by the
seismic source(s) 40 produce corresponding reflected acous-
tic signals, or pressure waves 60, which are sensed by the
towed seismic sensors. It is noted that the pressure waves that
are received and sensed by the seismic sensors include “up
going” pressure waves that propagate to the sensors without
reflection, as well as “down going” pressure waves that are
produced by reflections of the pressure waves 60 from an
air-water boundary, or free surface 31.

The seismic sensors generate signals (digital signals, for
example), called “traces,” which indicate the acquired mea-
surements of the pressure and particle motion wavefields. The
traces are recorded and may be at least partially processed by
a signal processing unit 23 that is deployed on the survey
vessel 20, in accordance with some embodiments of the
invention. For example, a particular pressure sensor 50 may
provide a trace, which corresponds to a measure of a pressure
wavefield by its hydrophone; and a given particle motion
sensor 56 may provide (depending on the particular embodi-
ment of the invention) one or more traces that correspond to
one or more components of particle motion.

The goal of the seismic acquisition is to build up an image
of a survey area for purposes of identifying subterranean
geological formations, such as the exemplary geological for-
mation 65. Subsequent analysis of the representation may
reveal probable locations of hydrocarbon deposits in subter-
ranean geological formations. Depending on the particular
embodiment of the invention, portions of the analysis of the
representation may be performed on the seismic survey vessel
20, such as by the signal processing unit 23. In accordance
with other embodiments of the invention, the representation
may be processed by a data processing system that may be, for
example, located on land, on a streamer 30, distributed on
several streamers 30, on a vessel other than the vessel 20, etc.

Monitoring systems and techniques are disclosed herein
for purposes of monitoring particle motion measurements in
real time or in near real time while the seismic survey is being
performed so that corrective measures may be timely under-
taken if needed to save the time and expenses that would
otherwise be incurred acquiring data that does not meet sur-
vey specification or is otherwise not of adequate quality to
produce the advantage gained with a particle motion sensor.
In this manner, should the particle motion data or a portion of
it be deemed to be inadequate, the survey may be halted or
changed so that certain corrective action measures may be
implemented (replacing a failed streamer section, limiting or
changing the steering, changing the towing depth(s) of
streamer(s), etc.) in order to bring the acquired particle
motion data back into compliance. Without a system in place
for monitoring the particle motion data (as disclosed herein),
the particle motion data would be acquired blindly, and only
after acquisition is completed may a determination be made
regarding whether another acquisition is required; and if pro-
cessing takes a significantly longer time than acquisition,
discovery that the dataset collected is inadequate may only be
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accomplished after the survey is completed. Although an
alternative approach may be to plan a seismic survey by
including extra sensors to oversample critical measurements,
this approach may be significantly more expensive to imple-
ment.

Thus, referring to FIG. 2, a technique 120 that is used in
accordance with embodiments of the invention includes
acquiring (block 124) particle motion data from a plurality of
particle motion sensors towed during a seismic survey. Dur-
ing the seismic survey, the particle motion data are processed
(block 128) without deghosting the particle motion data to
determine whether at least some portion of the particle
motion data is inadequate for an application that relies on the
particle motion data, such as a deghosting or crossline inter-
polation application. Based on this determination, corrective
action may be taken, pursuant to block 132.

Referring FIGS. 3A and 3B, in accordance with some
embodiments of the invention, a technique 150 may be used
for purposes of performing quality control analysis on the
particle motion data as the particle motion data are being
acquired during a seismic survey. The technique 150 may be
executed continuously or intermittently, during the seismic
survey depending on the particular implementation. Further-
more, although FIGS. 3A and 3B depict a sequence of
actions, these actions may be performed in any sequence, in
parallel or in a sequential and parallel fashion, depending on
the particular implementation.

According to the technique 150, failed particle motion
sensors are first identified, pursuant to block 154. In this
context, a “failed” sensor means a sensor that is “dead,” has an
unacceptable noise level (as might occur due to steering
induced cross flow noise), is unable to resolve the gravity
vector due to a non alignment with the gravity vector as would
occur with a single axis failed gimbal device, or exhibits any
other characteristic that causes the data that are acquired by
the sensor to be unacceptable. As a non-limiting example, a
technique for identifying a failed particle motion sensor
involves comparing a noise level of the sensor to correspond-
ing noise levels of nearby particle motion sensors. More
specifically, as most streamer noise decays exponentially in
amplitude with increasing frequency, the root mean square
(RMS) of the high frequency (around 200 Hz) particle motion
data may be used as an indicator of the sensor’s noise. In this
manner, the RMS magnitude of each of the neighboring chan-
nels may be spatially filtered by using a median filter to
estimate a mean noise level. The RMS magnitude levels of
individual channels may be compared against the mean noise
level to detect outliers and thus, detect sensors that are unac-
ceptably noisy, weak, defective, etc.

Pursuant to the technique 150, after the failed particle
motion sensors have been identified, a determination is then
made (diamond 158) whether interpolation may be used to
derive the corresponding failed measurements. In this regard,
if a particular filter relies on inline sampling, a determination
is made whether the inline sampling is adequate to derive the
missing data. Likewise, if the filter depends on crossline
sampling, then a determination is made whether there are
adequate crossline samples available. For some cases, the
filters may depend both on inline and crossline sampling, and
for this case, the available crossline and inline samples are
analyzed to determine whether sufficient data exists to use
interpolation to derive the missing data.

One way to evaluate whether interpolation is possible is to
estimate the interpolation noise. For example, a technique
that is described in U.S. patent application Ser. No. 12/168,
125, entitled, “INTERPOLATING SEISMIC DATA,” filed
on Jul. 5, 2008, which is hereby incorporated by reference in
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its entirety, may be used in accordance with some embodi-
ments of the invention, to estimate the interpolation noise.
The magnitude of the interpolation noise and its spread in
space may be used to assess whether it is possible to continue
survey; or whether any hardware (streamer sections or spe-
cific particle motion sensors or multi-component units, for
example) needs to be replaced before continuing the survey;
or whether steering of the streamers needs to be controlled in
a different manner. If interpolation is not possible for the
missing measurements given the current operating param-
eters, then the operator is notified, pursuant to block 162. It is
notified that the operator may also be notified about corrective
measures that may be implemented to decrease the interpo-
lation noise to an acceptable level.

The technique 150 may perform various other quality con-
trol measures on the particle motion data, such as determining
(diamond 166) whether expected signal-to-noise ratios
(SNRs) are acceptable. In this manner, an estimate of the
noise spectra may be determined for every shot by processing
the particle motion data at a time before direct arrival. This
estimated noise level provides an indication of the expected
SNR. Additionally, in accordance with some embodiments of
the invention, the estimated noise spectra together with a
ghost model is used to estimate the noise level on the upgoing
pressure wavefield without actually performing the deghost-
ing step, as described in U.S. Patent Application Publication
No. US20080275649A1, entitled “METHOD FOR OPTI-
MAL WAVE FIELD SEPARATION,” which was filed on
Apr. 26, 2007, and is hereby incorporated by reference in its
entirety. The estimated noise level provides an indication of
the expected SNR of the upgoing pressure wavefield. If either
the expected SNR of the particle motion measurement before
direct arrival or the expected SNR of the upgoing pressure
wavefield is unacceptable (the SNR is below a predefined
threshold, for example), then the technique 150 includes noti-
fying (block 170) the operator about the inadequate SNR(s),
as well as notifying the operator about corrective measures
that may be implemented to inverse the SNR(s) to the appro-
priate level(s).

As another quality control measure, the technique 150, in
accordance with some embodiments of the invention, deter-
mines (diamond 174) whether a propagation parameter error
is acceptable, pursuant to diamond 174. For example, in
accordance with some embodiments of the invention, an error
function, which is associated with the survey propagation
parameters (cable depth, reflection coefficient at sea surface,
speed of sound in water, etc.) may be determined by using a
cost function, such as the one that is described in U.S. patent
application Ser. No. 11/779,797, entitled “SYSTEM AND
TECHNIQUE TO ESTIMATE PHYSICAL PROPAGA-
TION PARAMETERS ASSOCIATED WITH A SEISMIC
SURVEY,” , which was filed on Jul. 18, 2007 and is hereby
incorporated by reference in its entirety. The magnitude of the
cost function should be relatively small when the used survey
parameters match the actual physical parameters. Thus, dia-
mond 174 may involve comparing the cost function to a
predetermined threshold to determine whether the propaga-
tion parameter error is acceptable. If not, the operator is
notified, pursuant to block 178 about the unacceptable propa-
gation error as well as notifying the operator about corrective
measures that may be implemented to decrease the propaga-
tion parameter error to an acceptable level. As an example,
corrective measures, such as the ones set forth in U.S. Patent
Application Publication No. US20080316859A1, entitled,
“METHODS FOR CONTROLLING MARINE SEISMIC
EQUIPMENT ORIENTATION DURING ACQUISITION
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OF MARINE SEISMIC DATA,” which was filed on Jun. 22,
2007, and is hereby incorporated by reference in its entirety,
may be used.

Crossline interpolation noise may also be used as a quality
control measure. In this regard, in accordance with some
embodiments of the invention, the technique 150 includes
determining (diamond 182) whether an expected crossline
interpolation noise is acceptable. In this regard, the streamer
positions; the estimated particle motion noise level; the esti-
mated pressure noise level; and the cable depth may be used
to estimate an expected crossline interpolation noise. The
expected crossline interpolation noise may be compared with
a predefined threshold to determine whether the depth or
spacing of the cables need to be modified (through steering or
rigging, for example) or other measures need to be imple-
mented to reduce the crossline interpolation noise. If the
expected crossline interpolation noise is unacceptable, then
the operator is notified, pursuant to block 186 about the inad-
equate crossline interpolation noise, as well as notifying the
operator about corrective measures that may be implemented
to decrease the crossline interpolation noise to an acceptable
level.

In accordance with some embodiments of the invention,
the particle motion sensor may be a microelectromechanical
system (MEMS) sensor. A MEMS sensor is a sensor that is
made using microelectronics in combination with microma-
chining technology. A MEMS sensor has a generally flat
amplitude versus frequency response, which extends down to
zero frequency (DC). As a result, the MEMS sensor can
record the gravitational field along its axis. The gravitational
acceleration may be assumed to be almost stationary with
respect to time involved in a typical shot interval. Therefore,
the gravitational acceleration sensed by a stationary MEMS
sensor appears as a DC signal. As described further below,
this sensed gravitational acceleration may be used for pur-
poses of quality control to sense the MEMS sensor’s orien-
tation and for purposes of identifying data glitches.

In a towed marine acquisition, the streamer cable experi-
ences angular rotations, which result in a non-zero bandwidth
of the measured gravitational component around zero Hz.
However, due to the physical dimensions of the cable, the
tension along the cable and steering elements, relatively large
high frequency large amplitude angular movements are fil-
tered out. Therefore, the bandwidth of the measured gravita-
tional acceleration is typically limited to frequencies below 1
Hz. Furthermore, the gravitational field in a survey area typi-
cally varies slowly with respect to the shot interval.

In accordance with some embodiments of the invention, for
surveys in which MEMS sensors are used as particle motion
sensors, a technique 200 that is depicted in FIG. 4 may be
used for purposes of performing quality control analysis. It is
noted that based on the quality control measures set forth in
the technique 200, an operator may be alerted as to whether
corrective action may be needed and may be notified as to
what correction action is recommended, although the notifi-
cation of the operator is not specifically highlighted in FIG. 4.
Pursuant to the technique 200, the MEMS sensor-based par-
ticle motion data is processed to determine (block 204)
whether gravitational acceleration can be separated from
other types of measured acceleration. In this regard, the par-
ticle motion spectra at frequencies below 1 Hz may be deter-
mined as a function of time to assess whether the gravitational
acceleration may be separated from other types of accelera-
tions (vibrational acceleration, for example) which typically
have significantly lower amplitude levels.

The technique 200 also includes identifying (block 208)
sudden changes in the orientation of the MEMS-based sen-
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sors. In this regard, the comparison of the orientation of the
neighboring sensors estimated from the measured gravita-
tional field may be tracked to detect sudden changes in rela-
tive orientations. In a solid cable that has a stiff carrier, the
relative orientation of the neighboring sensors is determined
during manufacturing and should not experience rapid incon-
sistent variations during a survey. Such a sudden change may
indicate a defective sensor. It is noted that momentary sudden
change may also identify, pursuant to block 212, a temporary
glitch in the measured particle motion data.

The technique 200 also includes determining (block 214)
the orientation of the MEMS-based particle motion sensor
based on the measured components of the gravitational field.
In this regard, by using each component of the measured
gravitation vector, the orientation of the sensor may be esti-
mated with respect to a fixed reference frame. For example,
the depth (z) axis may be oriented in the true vertical direc-
tion, which defines corresponding ideal inline (x) and
crossline (y) axes (see axes 59 of FIG. 1). Although the
orientation of the streamer cable may experience variations
due to angular acceleration, these variations should not be
large angles because the high frequency variations may be
mechanically filtered in a long-tensioned streamer cable. By
determining the orientations of the particle motion sensors, a
determination may then be made whether particular sensors
have a sufficient orientation to support processing of the
particle motion data. In this manner, the sensor orientations
may be evaluated for purposes of determining whether certain
interpolation (crossline interpolation, for example) may be
performed. Therefore, based on the results of the sensor ori-
entations, a determination may be made whether the particle
motion data is adequate or whether corrective action is
needed.

In accordance with some embodiments of the invention,
the technique 200 also determines the catenary of the
streamer cable, pursuant to block 218. The catenary of the
streamer cable is the general curve (ideally flat or horizontal)
of the cable in the x-z plane. The catenary is estimated by
using the measured inline components of the gravitational
field measured by the MEMS sensors. In this regard, the
gravitational inline component is zero for all of the sensors
when the streamer cable is perfectly horizontal. Based on the
determined catenary, a decision may then be made whether
the catenary of the cable is sufficient to allow certain interpo-
lation (crossline interpolation, for example) without under-
taking corrective action to halt or change the survey.

In addition to revealing failure of individual particle
motion measurement devices, such measurement scrutiny
can also reveal other abnormal acquisition situations, such as
a poorly ballasted cable, cable twisting, or debris entangle-
ment along the cable. Such a determination can be made for
instance if the inline measurement device measures a large
component of gravity when in a well ballasted cable it would
only measure a very small component of gravity. Similarly
local anomalous inline and crossline vibration frequency par-
ticle motions would be measured if the cable were not ori-
ented in the usual way due to the presence of debris causing
the cable to be twisted.

Referring to FIG. 5, in accordance with some embodiments
of the invention, a data processing system 400 may be used
for purposes of performing the seismic data quality control
analyses that is disclosed herein. The data processing system
400 may be part of the signal processing unit 23 (see FIG. 1)
in some implementations. It is noted that the architecture of
the processing system 400 is illustrated merely as an example,
as the skilled artisan would recognize many variations and
deviations therefrom. For example, in some embodiments of
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the invention, the processing system may be a distributed
system that is located at different local and/or remote loca-
tions. All or part of the data processing system may be dis-
posed on the vessel 20, on a streamer 30, on a platform, at a
remote processing facility, etc., depending on the particular
embodiment of the invention.

In the example that is depicted in FIG. 5, the data process-
ing system 400 includes a processor 404, which executes
program instructions 412 that are stored in a system memory
410 for purposes of causing the processor 404 to perform
some or all of the techniques that are disclosed herein. As
non-limiting examples, the processor 404 may include one or
more microprocessors and/or microcontrollers, depending on
the particular implementation. In general, the processor 404
may execute program instructions 412 for purposes of caus-
ing the processor 404 to perform all or parts of the techniques
120, 150 and/or 200, which are disclosed herein as well as
other particle motion quality control techniques, in accor-
dance with various embodiments of the invention.

The memory 410 may also store datasets 414 which may be
initial, intermediate and/or final datasets produced by the
processing by the processor 404. For example, the datasets
414 may include data indicative of seismic data, particle
motion data, model parameters, specification thresholds,
steering parameters, identified defective sensors, identified
defective streamer sections, etc.

As depicted in FIG. 5, the processor 404 and memory 410
may be coupled together by at least one bus 408, which may
couple other components of the processing system 400
together, such as a network interface card (NIC) 424. As a
non-limiting example, the NIC 424 may be coupled to a
network 426, for purposes of receiving such data as particle
motion data, specification thresholds, model parameters, etc.
As also depicted in FIG. 5, a display 420 of the processing
system 408 may display initial, intermediate or final results
produced by the processing system 400. In general, the dis-
play 420 may be coupled to the system 400 by a display driver
416. As a non-limiting example, the display 420 may display
an image, which graphically depicts quality control results,
failed hardware, seismic images, survey configuration, etc.

Other variations are contemplated and are within the scope
of the appended claims. For example, in accordance with
other embodiments of the invention, the techniques and sys-
tems that are disclosed herein may be used with seismic
acquisition systems other than towed systems. In this regard,
the systems and techniques that are disclosed herein may be
used in connection with land-based surveys, seabed-based
surveys, borehole-based surveys, etc.

While the present invention has been described with
respect to a limited number of embodiments, those skilled in
the art, having the benefit of this disclosure, will appreciate
numerous modifications and variations there from. It is
intended that the appended claims cover all such modifica-
tions and variations as fall within the true spirit and scope of
this present invention.

What is claimed is:

1. A method comprising:

acquiring particle motion data from a plurality of particle

motion sensors while in tow during a seismic survey of
a geologic structure, the particle motion data represent-
ing particle motions sensed by the particle motion sen-
sors due to at least one seismic event;

during the seismic survey, processing the particle motion

data to determine whether at least some portion of the
particle motion data is inadequate for a seismic data
processing application that relies on the at least some
portion of the particle motion data; and
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selectively processing the at least some portion of the par-
ticle motion data using the seismic data processing
application to determine a characteristic of the geologic
structure based at least in part on the determination
whether at least some portion of the particle motion data
is inadequate for the seismic data processing applica-
tion.

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

taking corrective action based at least in part on the deter-

mination of whether at least some portion of the particle
motion data is inadequate.

3. The method of claim 2, wherein the seismic survey
comprises a towed seismic survey, and the act of taking cor-
rective action comprises replacing a failed streamer section or
changing how at least one streamer is towed or steered.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the application comprise
at least one of the following:

a deghosting application;

a crossline interpolation application;

a joint deghosting and crossline application; or

another application that depends on a number of minimum

particle motion measurements.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein the act of processing the
particle motion data to determine whether at least some por-
tion of the particle motion data is inadequate comprises:

identifying at least one particle motion sensor of the plu-

rality of particle motion sensors that has failed.

6. The method of claim 5, wherein the act of processing the
particle motion data to determine whether at least some por-
tion of the particle motion data is inadequate further com-
prises:

identifying a particle motion sensor of the plurality of

particle motion sensors that has failed and determining
whether interpolated data may be substituted for data
otherwise provided by the failed particle motion sensor
such that the substituted data is adequate for an applica-
tion that relies on the particle motion data.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein the act of processing the
particle motion data to determine whether at least some por-
tion of the particle motion data is inadequate comprises:

determining whether an expected signal-to-noise ratio to

be derived from the particle motion data is inadequate.

8. The method of claim 7, wherein the signal-to-noise ratio
comprises at least one of an expected signal-to-noise ratio
before direct arrivals at the plurality of particle motion sen-
sors and an estimated signal-to-noise ratio for an upgoing
pressure wavefield determined using the particle motion data.

9. The method of claim 1, wherein the act of processing the
particle motion data to determine whether at least some por-
tion of the particle motion data is inadequate comprises:

determining whether an error determined from propaga-

tion parameters derived from the particle motion data is
adequate.

10. The method of claim 1, wherein the act of processing
the particle motion data to determine whether at least some
portion of the particle motion data is inadequate comprises:

determining whether an expected crossline interpolation

error is inadequate.

11. The method of claim 1, wherein

the particle motion sensors comprise microelectrome-

chanical system (MEMS) sensors, each of the MEMs
sensors adapted to measure gravitational acceleration,
and

the act of processing the particle motion data to determine

whether at least some portion of the particle motion data
is inadequate comprises determining whether the par-
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ticle motion data can be processed to separate the gravi-
tational acceleration from other types of acceleration.
12. The method of claim 1, wherein
the particle motion sensors comprise microelectrome-
chanical system (MEMS) sensors, and
the act of processing the particle motion data to determine
whether at least some portion of the particle motion data
is inadequate comprises identifying sudden changes in
orientation of at least one of the MEMs sensors.
13. The method of claim 1, wherein
the particle motion sensors comprise microelectrome-
chanical system (MEMS) sensors, each of the MEMs
sensors adapted to measure a gravitational field, and
the act of processing the particle motion data to determine
whether at least some portion of the particle motion data
is inadequate comprises for each MEMs sensor identi-
fying a glitch in data acquired by the MEMs sensor
based on the gravitational field measured by the MEMs
sensor and the gravitational field measured by at least
one other MEMs sensor.
14. The method of claim 1, wherein
the particle motion sensors comprise microelectrome-
chanical system (MEMS) sensors, each of the MEMs
sensors adapted to measure a gravitational field, and
the act of processing the particle motion data to determine
whether at least some portion of the particle motion data
is inadequate comprises for each MEMs sensor deter-
mining an orientation of the sensor based on the gravi-
tational field measured by the sensor.
15. The method of claim 1, wherein
the particle motion sensors comprise microelectrome-
chanical system (MEMS) sensors disposed on a
streamer cable, each of the MEMs sensors adapted to
measure an inline component of a gravitational field, and
the act of processing the particle motion data to determine
whether at least some portion of the particle motion data
is inadequate comprises determining a catenary of the
streamer cable based on the measured inline compo-
nents.
16. A system comprising:
an interface to receive particle motion data being acquired
from a plurality of particle motion sensors while in tow
during a seismic survey, the particle motion data repre-
senting particle motions sensed by the particle motion
sensors due to at least one seismic event; and
a processor to, during the seismic survey, process the par-
ticle motion data to determine whether at least some
portion of the particle motion data is inadequate for an
application that relies on the particle motion data,
wherein the processing by the processor comprises:
determining whether the particle motion data can be
processed to separate a gravitational acceleration
sensed by the particle motion sensors from other types
of acceleration;
identifying sudden changes in orientation of at least one
of the particle motion sensors;
determining an orientation of at least one of the particle
motion sensors based on a gravitational field mea-
sured by the sensor; or
determining a catenary of the streamer cable based on
inline components of a gravitational field measured
by the particle motion sensors.
17. The system of claim 16, further comprising:
at least one seismic streamer, the particle motion sensors
being disposed on said at least one seismic streamer; and
a vessel to tow said at least one seismic streamer.
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18. The system of claim 17, wherein the processor is
located on the streamer or on the vessel.

19. The system of claim 17, wherein the particle motion
sensors comprise at least one of more of the following:

accelerometers, microelectromechanical system (MEMs)

sensors and gradient sensors.

20. The system of claim 16, wherein the processor is
adapted to process the particle motion data to:

identify at least one particle motion sensor of the plurality

of particle motion sensors that has failed.

21. The system of claim 16, wherein the processor is
adapted to process the particle motion data to:

determine whether a signal-to-noise ratio derived from the

particle motion data is adequate.

22. The system of claim 16, wherein the processor is
adapted to process the particle motion data to:

determine whether an error determined from propagation

parameters derived from the particle motion data is
adequate.

23. The system of claim 16, wherein the processor is
adapted to process the particle motion data during the survey
to:

determine whether an expected crossline interpolation

error is adequate.
24. The system of claim 16, wherein at least some of the
particle motion sensors are disposed on a seismic streamer
cable, and the processor is adapted to process the particle
motion data to determine the catenary of the cable.
25. The system of claim 16, wherein at least some of the
particle motion sensors are disposed on a seismic streamer
cable, and the processor is adapted to process the particle
motion data to determine whether the cable is inadequately
ballasted, twisted, or entangled with debris.
26. An article comprising a computer readable storage
medium to store instructions that when executed cause a
computer to:
receive particle motion data being acquired from a plurality
of particle motion sensors while in tow during a seismic
survey of a geologic structure, the particle motion data
representing particle motions sensed by the particle
motion sensors due to at least one seismic event;

during the seismic survey, process the particle motion data
to determine whether at least some portion of the particle
motion data is inadequate for an application that relies
on the particle motion data; and

selectively determine at least one characteristic of the geo-

logic structure using the particle motion data based at
least in part on the determination whether at least some
portion of the particle motion data is inadequate for the
application.

27. The article of claim 26, the storage medium storing
instructions that when executed by the computer cause the
computer to:
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identify at least one particle motion sensor of the plurality

of particle motion sensors that has failed.

28. The article of claim 26, the storage medium storing
instructions that when executed by the computer cause the
computer to:

determine whether a signal-to-noise ratio derived from the

particle motion data is adequate.

29. The article of claim 26, the storage medium storing
instructions that when executed by the computer cause the
computer to:

determine whether an error determined from propagation

parameters derived from the particle motion data is
adequate.

30. The article of claim 26, the storage medium storing
instructions that when executed by the computer cause the
computer during the survey to:

determine whether an expected crossline interpolation

error is adequate.

31. The article of claim 26, the storage medium storing
instructions that when executed by the computer cause the
computer to process the particle motion data to determine the
catenary of the cable.

32. The article of claim 26, the storage medium storing
instructions that when executed by the computer cause the
computer to process the particle motion data to determine
whether a seismic streamer cable on which at least some of
the particle motion sensors are disposed is inadequately bal-
lasted, twisted, or entangled with debris.

33. A method comprising:

acquiring particle motion data from a plurality of particle

motion sensors while in tow during a seismic survey, the
particle motion data representing particle motions
sensed by the particle motion sensors due to at least one
seismic event; and

during the seismic survey, processing the particle motion

data to determine whether at least some portion of the

particle motion data is inadequate for an application that

relies on the particle motion data, wherein processing

the particular motion to determine whether at least some

portion of the particular motion data is adequate com-

prises:

determining whether the particle motion data can be
processed to separate a gravitational acceleration
sensed by the particle motion sensors from other types
of acceleration;

identifying sudden changes in orientation of at least one
of the particle motion sensors;

determining an orientation of at least one of the particle
motion sensors based on a gravitational field mea-
sured by the sensor; or

determining a catenary of the streamer cable based on
inline components of a gravitational field measured
by the particle motion sensors.
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